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REMARKS 

Claims 1-22 are pending in the application. Claims 7-9 and 22 are cancelled by this 
Amendment. New claim 23 is added. 

Claims 10-20 are rejected under 35 USC § 101 because the claimed invention is allegedly 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9, and 21-22 are rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Boudnik et al, (USP 7,167,894 Bl) (hereinafter Boudnik). 

Claims 4, 10, 14-15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Boudnik as applied to claims 1 above, further in view of Scheifler et al. U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view of 
Focazio et al. U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al (hereinafter 
Focazio), further in view of Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0035591 
Al (hereinafter Kimura), and further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 Bl 
(hereinafter Menezes). 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boudnik and 
further in view of Sokolov U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0041317 Al 
(hereinafter Sokolov) 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boudnik as 
applied to claims 1 above, further in view of Scheifler et al U.S. Patent Application Publication 
Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view of Focazio et al. U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al (hereinafter Focazio), further in view of 
Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0035591 Al (hereinafter Kimura), 
further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 Bl (hereinafter Menezes), and 
further in view of Gigliotti et al. U.S. Patent Number 6,393,458 Bl (hereinafter Gigliotti). 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boudnik as 
applied to claims 10 above, further in view of Scheifler et al. U.S. Patent Application Publication 
Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view of Focazio et al. U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al (hereinafter Focazio), further in view of 
Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0035591 Al (hereinafter Kimura), and 
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further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 Bl (hereinafter Menezes), and 
further in view of Sokolov U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0041317 Al 
(hereinafter Sokolov). 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boudnik as 
applied to claims 10 above, further in view of Scheifler et al. U.S. Patent Application 
Publication Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view of Focazio et 
al. U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al (hereinafter Focazio), 
further in view of Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0035591 Al 
(hereinafter Kimura), and further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 
Bl (hereinafter Menezes), and further in view of Sokolov U.S. Patent Application 
Publication Number 2003/0041317 Al (hereinafter Sokolov), and further in view of Levy et 
al. U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2004/0068726 Al (hereinafter Levy). 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boudnik as 
applied to claims 1 above, further in view of Scheifler et al. U.S. Patent Application 
Publication Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view of, Focazio et 
aL U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al (hereinafter Focazio), 
further in view of Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0035591 Al 
(hereinafter Kimura), further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 Bl 
(hereinafter Menezes), and further in view of Rogers et al. U.S. Patent Number 6,405,1 1 1 B2 
(hereinafter Rogers). 

Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boudnik as applied to claims 1 above, further in view of Scheifler et al. U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2002/0046228 Al (hereinafter Scheifler), further in view 
of Focazio et al. U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0093683 Al 
(hereinafter Focazio), further in view of Kimura U.S. Patent Application Publication 
Number 2002/0035591 Al (hereinafter Kimura), and further in view of Menezes et aL 
U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 Bl (hereinafter Menezes), and further in view of Kolodner 
et al. U.S. Patent Number 6,912,553 Bl (hereinafter Kolodner), and further in view of 
Cabillic et al. U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2003/0079213 Al (hereinafter 
Cabillic). 
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Rejection of Claims 10-20 Under 35 USC 101 

Regarding the rejection of claims 10-20 as being non-statutory, the Examiner states that 
the claimed virtual machine is software and therefore non-statutory. Applicant submits that the 
computer readable medium to which amended claims 10-20 are directed is statutory. 

Rejection of Claims 1-3, 5-6, 9, and 21-22 Under 35 USC 102(e) 

Regarding the rejection of claims 1-3, 5-6, 9, and 21-22 under 35 USC 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Boudnik, Applicant submits that Boudnik does not teach (or suggest) the claimed 
feature of the claimed designer module, and at least for this reason, claim 1 and its dependent 
claims 2-3 are not anticipated by Boudnik. Similar reasoning applies to independent claims 5 
and 21, and claim 6, which depends from claim 5. 

Rejections of Claims 10-20 Under 35 USC 103 

Regarding the rejection of claims 4, 10, 14-15, and 20 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boudnik, further in view of Scheifler et al., further in view of Focazio et al., 
further in view of Kimura, and further in view of Menezes et al. U.S. Patent Number 7,127,446 
Bl (hereinafter Menezes), Applicant submits that the secondary references do not make up for 
the deficiencies of Boudnik, which were discussed above with respect to claim 1 . More 
specifically, in rejecting claims 4 and 10, the Examiner cites Kimura as teaching the claimed 
designer module. In detail, the Examiner cites Kimura' s "remote reference control unit (4)" as 
disclosing a "designer's module". Applicant, however, respectfully submits that Kimura does 
not teach this feature for at least the following reasons. 

While Kimura' s "remote reference control unit (4)" updates a corresponding remote 
reference in case the IP address of server (102) is changed (see paragraph [0028]), the design 
module of an exemplary embodiment of the invention (e.g., 330) is to expand functionality of the 
virtual machine and creates a container for storing such external components as an Internet 
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access function unit, a function unit for performing a complicated operation and reporting the 
operation result, and a figure interpreting function unit (see, for example, paragraph [0036]) 

Additionally, Kimura's "remote reference control unit (4)" constitutes the virtual 
machine of the server (102), while design module (for example, 330) of the present invention is a 
part of virtual machine residing in client (220). 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that claims 4 and 10, as well as their 
dependent claims, are patentable over the applied references. 

With regard to the rejections of claims 8, 11,12,13, 16 and 17-19 Applicant respectfully 
submits that the additional reference cited for the rejections of these claims do not make up for 
the deficiencies of Boudnik. None of the references teaches or suggests the claimed designer 
module. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 



Date: February 14, 2008 



*eter A. McKenna 
Registration No. 38,551 
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